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THE ACHILLES HEEL OF THE PRO-ABORTION
MOVEMENT

Partial-Birth Abortion is a chink in the armor

The United States House of Representatives recently voted
overwhelmingly to approve a ban on partial-birth abortion.  This
latest legislation was carefully crafted to eliminate Supreme Court
concerns about language in previous bills.  Congress has twice
passed a ban on partial-birth abortion, but former President
William Clinton vetoed it both times.  Thirty-one states have
passed bans on this procedure.  In Carhart vs. Stenberg, the
Supreme Court struck down Nebraska’s law banning the partial-
birth procedure, claiming it had a vague definition of the procedure
which could be used to ban other types of gruesome abortions and
that the state did not provide an exception for the “health of the
mother.”  This is an interesting premise, since numerous doctors
have testified that the procedure itself could endanger a woman’s
health including her ability to have future children. Under the new
bill, an abortionist would face two years in prison for deliberately
delivering a living baby until only a portion of the baby remains in
the birth canal, stabbing at the base of the skull and then
suctioning the baby’s brains out.  The woman would not face any
penalties.

The procedure
This procedure takes three days to complete and is performed on
infants beginning the fifth month of development.  The abortionist
begins by dilating the woman’s cervix for two days, followed by a
forceps delivery except for the head.  He then takes blunt surgical
scissors and pushes them into the baby’s skull.  He then inserts a
vacuum tube to suction out the brains.  Then he can collapse the
skull and pull the dead baby out through the cervical opening. In
Congressional testimony concerning the bill, various medical
experts testified that the partial-birth abortion procedure is never
medically necessary and does pose a risk to the woman.  Included
in the testimony was evidence presented by Dr. Jean Wright, a
pediatric anesthesiologist who stated concerning whether unborn
infants feel pain, “Newborns not only feel pain; they react to pain
with 3-5 times the response of adults.”
Dr. Martin Haskell, one of the physicians who pioneered the
procedure, noted that the procedure often involves medical
treatment for effects such as severe cramping, sleep disturbances,
and blood-loss.  He warned that it may not be appropriate for
some patients.  The late Dr. James McMahon, who also helped
develop the procedure, stated that of the 2000 partial-birth
abortions that he had performed that he had performed only 9
percent for maternal [health] reasons.  Of that nine percent, the
most common indication [reason] was “depression.”
Furthermore he stated that about 80 percent of abortions he had
performed after 21 weeks were “nonelective.” However he
included as “nonelective”: “depression”, “pediatric indications” [the
mother’s youth], and a variety of fetal or maternal health problems
that are not life-threatening.  Most abortion-rights advocates state
that convenience is the major reason that women obtain an
abortion.  The Washington Post it up in an investigative report:
“The “typical” patients tend to be young, low-income women, often

poorly educated or naïve, whose reasons for waiting so long to
end their pregnancies are rarely medical.”  [Barbara Vobejda and
David Brown, “Discomforting Details of Late-Term Abortions Intensify Dispute,”
The Washington Post, September 17, 1996]

Will Senator Daschle allow the newly-passed bill
come to the Senate floor?
Sandy Rios, president of CWA states, “Daschle has voted for the
ban in the past, and recently brought the Born Alive Infants
Protection Act to the Senate floor, so we have a glimmer of hope.
But I promise Sen. Daschle, Concerned Women for America
expects a fair vote in the Senate, and our members and
supporters will not be silent.  And if he does not act, the blood of
more brutally dismembered babies will rest squarely on his head.”
To put punch to her comments, CWA is running ads on cable and
broadcast television through September 6th asking senator
Daschle to allow the bill to come to the floor of the Senate for a
vote.  The ad states, “South Dakota has strong families.  And
Senator Tom Daschle has represented those families for many
years,” and goes on to state, “in the past he listened and twice
voted to ban the horrible practice of partial-birth abortions.  Now,
he’s Senate Leader and he must choose between South Dakota
values and Washington values…”  Senator Tom Daschle’s
office may be reached toll-free at 800-424-9094.  Call and
urge him to allow the House bill banning partial-birth
abortion to come to the Senate floor for a vote.

What about third-trimester abortions in Kansas?
Official Kansas Vital Statistics show that there were 635 post-22
week abortions in 2001.  395 of them were performed on viable
(able to live outside the womb) babies.  These statistics reveal that
all of the 395 abortions were done to prevent “bodily” damage
(interpreted by Governor Bill Graves and Attorney General Carla
Stovall to include mental health.) None of the abortions were
performed to save the life of the mother.  If a Kansas abortionist
performs a partial-birth abortion he/she must actually report
whether the abortion is for mental or physical health.  The 1999
Kansas statistics show 182 partial-birth abortions, all on viable
babies, and all for “mental health” reasons.  [As determined by the
abortionist and one other legally and financially unaffiliated doctor]
This “unaffiliated” doctor need not be of any specialty and can be
used routinely by the abortionist over and over again.  When state
records required specifically the reason for the abortion…physical
or mental…all were for mental health.  [Kansans for Life Newsletter,
July/August 2002]

How did your representative vote?
All of the Kansas representatives voted for the ban on partial-birth
abortion except Dennis Moore (D) 3rd district, who voted against
the ban but for an amendment giving health as an exception.

ACTION:  Call your Senators and urge them to pressure
Senate leadership to bring this to a vote.  202-224-3121.

For more information about the history and implications of
partial-birth abortion go to CWA’s website http://cwfa.org /
http://cwfa.org/library/life/2002-06-24_pba_ban.shtml
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